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human rights around the world who look to
America for leadership.

The proposed cuts in the international affairs
budget are dangerous and shortsighted. We
know from experience that it is a lot less costly,
in terms of money spent and lives lost, to rely
on development aid and diplomacy now than
it is to send in our troops later. There is a
price to be paid for American leadership. But
the return on our investment, in terms of in-
creased security and greater prosperity for the
American people, more than makes up for the

cost. What America cannot afford are the for-
eign affairs budget cuts proposed in these bills.

As I have made clear before, I want to work
with Congress to get an international affairs bill
I can sign, a bill that protects the President’s
authority to conduct foreign policy, maintains
vital resources, and reflects a bipartisan spirit
that serves America’s interests. The legislation
Congress is considering fails each of those tests.
If it is sent to me as it now stands, I will
veto it.

Statement on Senate Action on Appropriations Legislation
July 26, 1995

Yesterday’s action by a Senate appropriations
subcommittee removing funding for the Office
of National Drug Control Policy would seriously
undermine the Nation’s battle against drug
abuse and drug-related crime.

Removal of all funding for this office would
severely curtail my ability to sustain a coordi-
nated strategy among some 50 Federal agencies
involved in drug control, including supply and
demand, enforcement, interdiction, eradication,
education, treatment, and prevention. Just when
this coordinated effort is showing sustained suc-
cess, the subcommittee is proposing we go back
to the days when the Nation did not have a
coordinated drug control strategy.

The Republican majority is already proposing
severe cuts in antidrug programs—a 60 percent
cut in safe and drug-free schools, which teaches
39 million children about the dangers of drugs;
a 26 percent cut in prevention and treatment
services aimed at reducing the number of poten-
tial criminals; and a 50 percent cut in inter-
national antidrug cooperation programs, a cut

that could prevent the continued arrests of the
world’s top drug kingpins.

Members of Congress cannot tie our hands
by cutting effective antidrug programs, kill the
very office that coordinates our national antidrug
strategy, and then expect to be taken seriously
when they criticize the administration for not
doing more. It’s time instead for the Congress
to support our antidrug initiatives.

Lee Brown, Director of the ONDCP, is doing
an extraordinary job focusing the Nation’s atten-
tion on the need to fight drugs at all levels.
He has helped me develop a comprehensive,
effective, balanced antidrug strategy and has
worked to reduce duplication among those agen-
cies who play a role in our counternarcotics
efforts.

As this bill is now constructed, I will not
sign it. I urge the full Appropriations Committee
and the Senate to restore the funding of this
office that is so critical to our battle against
drugs.

Remarks on Signing Emergency Supplemental Appropriations and
Rescissions Legislation and an Exchange With Reporters
July 27, 1995

Good morning. Before I sign this bill I’d like
to thank the congressional leadership from both
parties for sticking with this project through

thick and thin. Right before we came in, one
of the Senators said this is the only bill he’d
ever seen that was passed 16 different times.
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But I want to thank everyone who worked on
this and say a special word of thanks to the
Appropriations Committee members and espe-
cially to the Senate and House Appropriations
Committee chairs who are here today, who
burned the midnight oil to get this done.

The bill I am here to sign is proof that we
can put party politics aside and do things that
are good for our country. We’re never going
to agree on everything, and we shouldn’t. That’s
the way our system works. But there is so much
we do agree upon that if we deal with our
disagreements openly and honestly, we plainly
can make progress.

On balance I am very pleased with this bill.
The timber provisions are not exactly what I
wanted, but they are better than they were,
and I believe we can and should carry out the
timber salvage plans and that we can do it con-
sistent with our forest plan and with existing
environmental laws.

The budget cutting in this bill is exactly the
kind of thing we should be doing. Together we
are making a down payment on a balanced
budget, cutting $16 billion in spending from this
year’s budget, cutting unnecessary spending but
maintaining our commitment to education, to
health care, to the environment. At the same
time, the Congress has voted for funds that will
help the people of California finish the work
that has to be done to recover from the earth-
quake; that will help the people in Oklahoma
City to deal with the financial aspects, at least,
of the terrible tragedy they endured; that will
help us to step up the fight against terrorism;
and that will enable us to keep our commitment
to the Middle East peace process.

This is how we should work together. We
agree we should balance the budget. We dis-
agree on how. But this shows that we can work
through those disagreements. Everyone here,
just about, was raised with the old saying that
where there’s a will there’s a way. If we have
the will to balance the budget, we know we
can find the way because of what happened
on the rescission bill.

Let me again say a word of thanks to the
Members who are here. To Chairman Hatfield
and Chairman Livingston and to Senator Lott
and to Senator Ford, I thank you very, very
much. And it’s an honor and a pleasure to be
able to sign this legislation that you’ve provided
to the American people.

Thank you.

[At this point, the President signed the bill.]

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, are you going to veto the

Bosnia arms bill?
The President. Hasn’t passed yet.
Q. Mr. President, do you think it’s time for

the allies to make a similar agreement with the
U.N. to defend Bihac?

The President. Well, you know what we did
at NATO. We agreed that since NATO and
the United Nations had said that Bihac and Sa-
rajevo should both be protected, we urged that
our NATO planners begin working on the plans
for that. And of course, that’s what I believe
the United Nations should do.

Now that we understand what has to be done
to compensate the UNPROFOR forces, the
United Nations must never again be caught in
a position where it makes a commitment, as
it did in Srebrenica, and then does not attempt
to keep that commitment.

So, I certainly believe that should be done.
But I was very pleased, I must say, by Secretary-
General Boutros-Ghali’s actions yesterday, and
I hope that this indicates that the United Na-
tions is going to keep its commitments. And
the United States is certainly determined to see
that it does so.

And I think the vote in the Senate should
be taken as a message, simply a message to
do that. The United States Senate, both the
69 people who voted for the resolution and the
29 people who voted against it, all believe that
the United Nations must move aggressively to
protect the people of Bosnia from what they
have endured.

Q. Mr. President, because of so many hollow
allied threats in the past, why should the Bos-
nian Serbs be scared of this latest allied threat
of massive airstrikes?

The President. Well, they ought to be able
to tell from what’s going on here in the United
States that if the U.N. fails the next time, that
there will be a different course.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:08 a.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House. H.R. 1944,
approved July 27, was assigned Public Law No.
104–19.
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